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dreams of a society lased on equality, justr.ee, and 
freedom. -and hao the oourage to fight for the 
realisation cf that dream." 


ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 


It was Juliet and Anil vho thought, of making this an 
illustrated book. Sudip introduced me to Anju, who 
produced the sketches. 

This book took a concrete shape while I was giving a 
aeries of lectures on Women and Law, as part of the 
first legal literacy programme introduced in women's 
colleges by tbo Department of Adult, Continuing 
Education and Extension, Delhi University. The 
enthusiasm of students and teachers of these colleaes 
has been the immediate source of inspiration. I wouki 
like to specially mention the Vivekananda College, 
where I spent the longest period of time. 

It is through Sharing the anguish and pain suffered 
by my wonen clients and going through the long, 
complicated, often humiliating legal proceedings, that 
I got a real feel of the working of the legal system in 
our country. I hope this book will help wonen in 
conceptualising their experiences and arriving at a 
deeper understanding cf the real sources of our 
oppression and exploitation. 

Tho book is in every eense the product of the new 
feminist conscicusn‘-ss that has e merged in cur country 
in the post-Kmergency period. We learnt to analyse 
our everyday experiences, our fears, and our deeply 
felt hurt with the help of small women's organisations 
which provided strength and support in our personal 
struggles. Groups, like Saheii, helped build up self- 
confidence in women like me and many mure siateia 
helped in less fortunate situations. We learnt that our 

individual problems vo.ro not personal, private affaire, 

but a part of our shared experience of oppression. 

I would like to thank so nany women friends who 
have at all times been warm, generous and encoura- 
ging, But it is not possible to name eacn of them 
individually. 

This book does not represent a consensual view- 
point. We have serious differences in interpretation on 


many issues. Here I have only analysed the women's 
problems from the legal point of view. And, therefore, 
die analysis Is necessarily incomplete. The intention is 
to raise certain questions which can then be discussed 
in depth. This book could also serve as a handbook ror 
activists. 

Lastly, I would like to acknowledge the ©notional 
and intellectual support from my mother, father, 
iister, and husband. They did not support land oerhaps 
stih do not) nany of these ideas. They often asked: 
v-hat is your alternative to pie family?* My reply is 
that wherever any oppressed section of the population 
tegln= their struggle agairsl injustice and exploi- 
tation, they do not begin with a blueprint for the 
future. The alternative will emerge out of the 
suffering and the struggle for greater equality, 
justice, and humanism. New, hiqher forns of human 
relations will grow, and there will be more meaningful 
relationships among people based on mutual love, 
ronp«ct, and understanding, it is with a faith in that 
futurre that thie. : book has teen written. 1 : ,J> '.iwA 


Nandita Haksar 



PREFACE 


This took has been received with enthusiasm arc 
warmth from wcnen all over the country. They have 
a 11 . been rrost generous in their encouragement. I 
cannot possibly name each one but I would like to 
specially thank 11 year old Kajal and eight year ole 
Amalu who are ry youngest readers. 

This second edition has been updated. Since w: 
ecu io not contact An;)u, Pratode Ganapatye helped 
out with the last few drawings. 

The Hindi edition will scon be out and the book 
is being translated into several ('regional 
languages. 


August 14, 1986 


Nandita Haksar 
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We arc giving you Uie sources and citations or the 
cases so that you can follow up any aspect you are 
particularly interested in: 

History: The Status of Woman in India, a handbook for 
Hindj Social Reformers, Dayaram Gidunal, 1889: A 
Social history oC Modem India, Rail Kinkar Datta, 
Macnillan, 1975; A Testimony (of our inexhaustible 
treasure) by Pandita Ramabai, 1907, published by 
Pandita Ramabai, Kedgaon, Pune District. 

The debates on one civil code can be refered to in the 
Constituent Assembly Debates or in the second volume 
of the Five Volume Book "The Framing of India's 
Constitution, Select Docunents” edited by B Shiva 
Rau, Indian Institute of Public Administration, Delhi 
1967. 

Imhodkar'e speech is taken from "Thun Spoke 
A mbedkai” Vol I (Selected speeches of Dr B R 
Ambedkar) edited by Bhacwan Das. Bheem Patrika 
Publications, Jullundhar 1977. 

Kepcct o: the Hirdu Law comnlttee is available in 
libraries and for other aspects of the debate on one 
civil code, read An Indian Civil Coda and Islamic Law, 
Tahir Mahmocd, N M Tripathi Pvt Ltd, 1976. 

Other articles quoted: 

1. An open letter to the Chief Justice of India on 

Mathura rape case by Prof Upendra Baxi, Vasudha 
Dhagam war, Raghunath KelKar and Lotika Sarkar, 
dated September 16, 1979. 

2. Upendra Baxi, "Patriarchy, Law and State" Paper 
presented at the Second National Conference on 

vomen's studies, ’984— quoted on page 72. 

3. Analytical Study of Recent Rape Cases in 
Vidarbha Region of Maharashtra by Dr Seema 

Sakhare of BalatXar Virodhl Manch, quoted on page 66. 


4. "Sane 11, the first four years ", cites the figures of 
dowry deaths in Delhi' quoted on page 91. 
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1. Tukaram v State of Maharashtra 

(1979) 2 Sec . 143. 

This is the Supreme Court Judgement lii Mathura's 
case cited on pages 58-65. 

2. Alamgir v State of Bihar 
A.I.R. 1959 S.C. 436. 

This is the Supreme Court judgement on interpre- 
tation of the offence or adultery citec on cages 
69-70. 

3. Sharad Birdhichand Sarda v State of Maharashtra 

A.I.R. 1984 S.C. 1622 

nr * o’*/ c ^ . tz .s rtt s 

This is the Supreme Court judgement m Manju- 
ahrce’s ca» cited at page 8S. 

4. The judgement cited in Shanni Kaur's caee on page 
86 is the judgement of Shri K.B. Andley, Add: 
Sessions Judge, Delhi in State v Ihftam Singh and 
others dated 25th Novenber, 1981. 

5. Smt Soroj Rani v Sudarshan Kumar Chdddha 
A.I.R. 1984 S.C. 1562 

This is the Supreme Court judgement nn w-wir- 
tion of conjugal rights which overruled the 
judgement of justice P.A. Choudhary of the 
Andhra Pradesh High Court in T. Sareetha v T. 
Venkata Subbaiah. 

A.I.R. (1983) A.P. 

6. Smt Harvinder Kaur v Harnander Singh Choudhary 

A.I.R. (1984) Delhi 66. 

I r£±fdb _> ‘d'JliH J9 Jo lOOiJVt OP A • *- 

This is the judgement of the Delhi High Court 
cited »t pag© 116. 


7. Mohd Ahmed Khan v Shah Bano Begum 
A.I.R. 1985 S.C. 945 

This is the famous five-judge Supreme Court 
Judgement on one Civil code cited on puye 92. 



Blah.tXah. Articlo 
yak. yak Section 
bi*h w v»w. 
yak. yak ... 


Yak yak. yakity yak 
defendant yak 

yak.. . blah. b*aH 

b<a*. yak. 


The law seems so COMPLICATED 

-r--> FRIGHTENING 

. P BEYOND our 

6T C ^v O 9rasp 


Some of us feel we 

i</ ilOl i 100J lu Kiiuvv 

the law because we 
are SUCH good law 
abiding citizens 





Some of us feel ihat the law cannot help us at all 
because the scales of justice are weighec against 
us 


Who makes the law? 
Mr Member of Parliament 

Who enforces the law? 
. VI r. Policeman 

Who interprets the law? 
Mr. Judge 



That is true But it is also true That at so many crucial 
times in cur lives we need to know the law. . . . need to 
know how much it can protect us and whether it can 
do us harm 

Let us see what are the common situations in which 
we need to know the law - 


f O man w*«8llc: at ma 01 

pushes -no or harasses roe is 
th6'6 anyprovison In aw which 

can protect me? 


If I want *> marry the man of my choice can my 
parents force me to ma?ry someone else? Do they 
have the right to beat rre and ock me up' Can the 
man love fce put n Jail ? Do I have no legal rights at 
ell? 


rVhoe »nr*n* r<? to r t* 

T\odoxtro/any**>rrv*r\ utter? 

a>y sourd or gsttur* orexitHbits 
sny object, inferring tfwf $vcf> wort or 
XAjoo ywt txr rmra or enar sum 
gesture or OtfrCt steS’t# 3000. by 5uCh 
worooo. or intndas upcn rho prvaev of 
soch kvwnao. 

irpnsormenr ter a term *vfhcA 
m»v c.xr*n<1 to CO* v**' or with fine or 


Ifyouarcaoc^e 21 y^jrsytxj na»<* the 
**0dl OOU 10 take VtXJf Own decisions 
and no cne has r>o n ght to stop vou 
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Do i have ( 
HB"I to «n 
abort on* 


What if mv ornDloyar 

■Inoe not Qin«> ">« 

maternity leave* 


If rry husband beats 

me can lie low help 

me* 


A new cMpior has been added tofhe Indian 
Penal Code IIPC tor short; to dee with me 
cruelty of husbands and N» relative*. Read 
Section 4W A; 

"Atoevrr. Mvtg fh* hustond <r rha 
mbfive <f m rmfunrf o’ a wonen 
;->l.ocri u " ro mMr «»* f“* 

crushed e«h ir i»»w>W »(Y * Him 
**<*> miKOrtwif fo vvtrsxxi 
srx* otao Ott mm re ' 



Our CULTURE d©p«cts 
wemen tamod tor trier 
frGlflessneSS. purity. 
«»<rrficAfi and loyalty t 
be respected you must 
conform to OUf SOCt* 

w I'Orms. 


have ar> IDEAL 
idvghtor .. she ’9 
sweet. C^ntle. 

••C t. dovotad ond 

obedient! 


Cur family's FHIDE *nd 
HONOUR ere in your 
handfl don't ever 1*1 u* 
down! 


You mull not think aOOUt personal 
ambitions, freedom of ndepexlenco 
people wil take vou as i loose woman 


Why is it so difficult to take our own decisions > make 
our own choices? Because we have net been 
allowed to. our parents our m-laws. our husbancs 
our teachers and our SOCIE1Y takes ail our 
decisions.... how much we should study, who we 
should marry, where we should live oftoi momogc, 
how many children we should have. ..whether we 
should work in on office , what wo should do with 
our money ... 


Because fc* the past thousands of years we have 

boon told that man ic Suporior to woman That is 

why it is the Man who is the Head of the Family. 


Wo have been to d that Religion says women must 
suffer in silence. That is our Fate 



Where does the LAW come in? 


Law has helped to strengthen these 
boliofa ard uphold religion and the family. 


And so our family and our religion 
mystified the FACT that we are be'ng 
opproosod and denied equality. We hove 
to tear away this veil ol 

MYSTIFICATION ... 




Bui »f RELIGION ooyo Man is supcnur, and the 
FAMILY has to have Man as !he Head and the LAW 
supports this view then LAW must he right? Mo? 


We shall see how religion supports inequalities 
within the family and how law strengthens this 
inequality We shall see why it is SO... . 



RELIGION AND LAW 


NU' It we ooliove we have the 
* right to equality, and the 
freedom to take out own 
decisions then wo mustanolyto 
el the so assumptions tor 
Our«*^vM Wo ahotl 9tudy Law 
and DEMYSTIFY it. 


First ol all let us read exactly 
what ttm-u. aolrttuil leaders 
end religious texts say atxiut 
women s righ: to eqjolity Then 

we shell 900 how -ho low upholds 

then views 


/NV) /\ V £-w\ 



Hindu law (even today) derives much of its ideas 
from the Lawsof Manu wriiten some centuries ago 
Menu said: 





•v/>ar ho r CxO 15 Head 10 her 


Here we have reproduced o page from me Laws of 
Manu for you. so you can read it for yourself.... 


J3« 


laws or maitu. 



ix. «s. 


48. As with cows. mares, female camels, slave- 
girls, buffalo-cows, she-gcats. and ewes, it is not the 
begetter (or his owner) who obtains the offspring, 
even thus (it is) with the wives of others 

49. Those who. having no property in a field, but 
jossessing seed-eem, so« it in another 1 ! soil, do 
indeed not receive the grain of the crop which may 
spring up. 

50. If (one mans) bull were to beget a hundred 
calves on another man's eowi. <hi*y would belong to 
the owner of the cows ; in vain would the bull have 
epent his strength 

51. Thus men vho have no marital property in 
women, hut sow their teed j» the soil of others, 
benefit the owner of the woman ; but the giver of 
the seed reaps no advantage. 

51. If no agrccncni with respect \o the crop has 
been made betweea the owner of the field and the 
owner of the seed, the benefit clearly belongs to the 
owner of the field ; the receptacle is more important 
than the seed. 

53. But if by a special contract (a field) is made 
over (n anoihcr) for sowing, then the owner of the 
seed and the owner of the sol are both considered 
in this world an sharers of the (crop). 

54. If seed be carried by water or wind into 

mdc o>.r «o tun cannct be returned 0 j ihr other* ' Nlr. refers 
IW phrue • I >0 give 10 1 mbit p»mi*e » give t girt. nad« 
«ho-t . lib..*, of ..Icr, 1 ,..J -ob Media, Co., High, 
Nand. a>d K. ukrit satr.l, irMesd of utlm sakr.t, ' those tm 
(tea are done) once among god men.' The object of the ten* 
1. 10 m»w that 1 murage is adissoljble. because I gw - , can be 
I"*" cce onlj (KulL. Naod.) 

40. Vas. XVH. a 

s«. I read with Go", High, and K. MfVtbe ooner of th« 
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Manu laid down the duties of a wife: 

OntHureof vWiu* O' owiu-o rose whaal. ocdtvoXI o! good 

Oua'ws. bWaltM^nustDofonsrwtywziviMXltsaQOdv/ala'ritvt 

MT9 * 



Mdnu died so long ago Why aie we so concerned 
with what he says? We shal see that his idoas live 
on through the laws, couits and Judges.... 
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But what abcut the Social reformers? If we read 
their writings we will see even these religious 
leaders thought of women as a source of EVIL and 
DESTRUCTION Tho moeeafle of Sri Rarrakrishrvi 
was: -Wxneo .Hd wM*> r^vo (W*vn*l the wWe ivo«t> in so 
Wttnen s Osarmeo *»»**'*' as rfte m..«fasuMn o' r/» OW* Mother 



What about other religions? Let us read the Holy 

Koran Th^re is a speool Chapter on women: 


'Mn« heveauthciity over won or. hncause Allah has mado t ho 
one superior to the othtr. andoe cause the/sperd then w ealh to 
maintain them Good women are otedienf Thevouard their 
unseen pans Decause AHah has guided them As for those 
whom you fear dnobedeoce. admonish them aid serd them to 
Deds apart and beat them Then if they obey you take no further 
actibr agarst them Allah is high, supreme. ~ 


* * jm« I ** •*— * Kr * Ml 




What about the Christians? Here are a few verses 
from the Holy Bible: 


'rVrvoa submit yousofvos unto your own husbands. as unto the 
Lord ' 

'for the husband is the head of the wife, even as Christ s the 
head of the Church and he is the saviour of the body . " 

" Therefore as the Church is sublet upto Christ sc let the wives 
be to their husbands in everything ’ 

Eup 6. 22-2A 



So we see that all religions soy that women oro 
inferior to men and women owe men their loyalty 
ond obedlonca.. Whotdoos the LAW cay? 
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All laws n India derive Iheir ultimate sanction and 
authority from the Indian Constitution. Let us see 

what the MAKERSof the Indian Constitution thought 
about women.... F rst let us read the Preamble: 



a OMTHE PEOPLE OF (NXA.h*,nt soM 
nii-UUr hto no 3 SmkEGN DBdO- 
JtATK KUAIUJC .Kill -or lo on itsntums 
JlfSTXX. MK^.ci'imnr aid poliii *1 
Ul®n n m»pii.n|»e««.tWKf. tah a>) 

‘or^»p 

EQtWJTY.r daw. «] rf ifMdua.i 
ni lo |MNIc a«re C*jj d 
FRATERNITY — l»r dfc*> </ * odliiM 
trtlhra*. ofOrNoMi. 

n out coNSTmotr assembly*. 

*‘tt «b> <* Nownbtr. M49. do HEREBY ADOPT. 
DtAfT AMD raVE TO OURSELVES T>SS 
CONSTITUTION 


later Parliament adoed the words "socialist" and 
'secular" along with sovereign democratic reoublic 


Part 3 Of the Constitution lays down certain 

FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS that are guaranteed to 

ovorycitizon by the State Lot us road the one-; that 

are relevant for us: 


A rticlo 14 : EQUALITY BEFORE I AW 

Jl* Swrestofl Kt deny H any penon twiflr &'»'» «*» •** °> 
t*v> «<?uWproMcta» ot l». <*v 8 V— rr»V> "*> r o-raov «• '"«■ 


Article 15: PROHIBITION OF DISCP.MINATION 

ON GROUNDS OF PEUGIDN. RACE . CASTE. 

SEX Off PLACE OE MR TP 

/V The St>!t> aga*nfr any tWao or. tho 

gxxrnds ert/ot ral ycn.ncc. cMc, SEX P^ce d birth cr any of 

& Nottxrg in the articb $h 60 p( O #tH tf* Swe torn m*k\ng#n) 
toy hvptoo art chidrtn. 


AiVct* 16 EQUALITY Or OPPORTUNITY IN 

MA TTERS OF PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT 

(II PwresWbeeovtf'iyof opportonityfoe aKcHtens r marten 
retain? to o/r&'osrr.ent cr aooQi'rmant » any ccNkM urxtar rha 
Scare 

(2) No alien she /on the ground of reSgco. race cm to. SEX 
ctoscwi c**c* ou*nn renoerctor *ry « in*m. oe mip iM tor 
o dnermnated agar ?5f r respect of any o mpkD rme.n t c/ often 
udnctteSute 
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Our Fundamental Rights include the Right to certain 
FREEDOMS whch are guaranteed to US by Article 

19: 


< V A* cweni snao (w me 19 M — 

M ro ‘'eaten of speech anc noraor 

icy 10 ‘om essoc/ottens O' L'.cru. 

W ro 7iovo to*y rAousnotr Oie tentory o in)#. 

to ••■«><- anif is/to wt s'lV f.'-ro-v rl.iM. 

<W 

W lojvacimOTKprcfessfl* o'Wcir-y £ ^a-y,c«vwr«oo. -«Je 

wDMdwa. 


(In case VO J think we left Out *f M byrmsui^a we assure you we 
did ngt m V guarantees the right to grope ’ty. But it was deleted 
from this rwn «n 1973) 


ARTICLE 2 f pves t*t right X Sie jrrfpmpiai 


~N<. peraev >*uaV br (fepnvyU C Afe Of pCfSOnU (UJMTy 

?xc*x*aW*9 to/raecfcie estMtitshodto m tow m 



So our Const ututKyi 
guuremucs us equality 
end LIBERTY.so what S dll 
this fuse nbout those reigious 

VAVtC 


Wail a minute There » one 
vnoru provision In tn« 
Funoamental Rights Chapter 
The Constitution also 
guarantees th»- Freedom ot 
Religion, under Article 25. 
let u« *ot»H the Article 


AHriCl£ 2 S(ISot»e<troD^»C 0 iM'. moraifytfnO'ftitTh 
and to We crAecpro*3.)"S of ms PvrjUperstos J'e w»<V 

OAt.tr/v4 *A r.-wtAm /V ftyiVUlW iWVJ tr* hjttf /W 90 

rofns.ixacus* xvifVWWl* ro\gxy v 
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How does this Article eff oct us? II „ because of this Arr<(e 
wc do ooi havecxjualnahts to property: or 
ettjal rights within the family; wo do net have th* ncht 
to decide where we will reside after marriage, some of 
deprived of » r.jhi iom«l»eiei«., son a- of u:. 
have practically no wa, of g«t.r>g .1 divorce, some Of us 
are tried py an e.clusivefy mile jury, some of us cannot 
legally adopt a child 


But why some Of us have .1 different 
act of eg a! right s and others do not f 
Are we ALL hot governed by the 


NO Hindus are Governed by Hindu 
law. Muslima have th*ir own law 
and Parvis, Christians, tribal* all 

have the»r nghta determined by the 
law of thoir own rorrmumtos 


FREEDOM 


That means we do not 
have ONE CIVIL CODE. 

We are each subjects of 
personal law re.. the law ol 
tho community in whioh 
each person is born. 
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Dll* Low DIVIDES u8 in tho most important aroa of 
our life, our family l>le 



or wants to raise an 
industrial dispute.... 


But there is ONE 
CRIMINAL LAW. for 
anyone who commits 
murder. Indian Law. 


There is ONE law for 
someone who wishes 
to enter into a contract 

or toko o loan. 
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And so we have different rights: 



cannot be the K*rta of rhe Hindu Jont 
Family or inbar.t the anc<*$tra’ 


property 


A (Mon? has if»*i riyfit 

tc have four wves and can also 
unilaterally divorce h s wv^s 


Tho lav. oopp ortfl OOUDLC 

STANOARDS OF MORALITY* I 
Bjt youse*) The Constitution Makers 

guaranteed us the right to Equality 
under Article 14? 



We g'ant yxju the 
right to Equility 


But it your reiigon sars 
otherwise, we cannot 
mterfore with the religious 
rights 
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Isn’t that what the BRITISH rulers sad when they 
refused to have one civil code? Was that not part of 
tneir policy oi uiviue-Ariu-HULt ' 



Together they suppo-tod 
inunyn practices ike 
C^ikj ma'fuoo^ enforced 
widowhood and wti .... 
on th© ground of freedom 
rf rolio»nnl 


However the customs aroog poor 
people, tho nhals and tow caste wore 
often more f avoidable to women 
Almost oil poorer communities Allowed 
widow re. nam^e-. some even 
'ecOQr.zed womans righ: to property 


With the help of these 
princes and roligiou* 
leaders the British 
codified the law on the 


family 


But the customs wh#ch wore codified 
*nd hare beoomo the law were of the 
rich, who in the«r attempt :o preserve 
their property, their lineage and their 
vast wealth *\v*vfr saw women as a 
threat to the petrorchal family 


Out WhM they CMVieO 
was in fact the tow and 
customs of tho rich, 
toper castes, landed 
gentry 


Ana tne wntisn were 
supported oy a 
coterie of backward 
princelings and so- 
called religious 

loaders. 


So they turned a deal oor to tho> 
appeals of the womer who had to suffer 
ftv/Ary Irinrtnf humiliation I iqtao rn w/hnt 
some women wrote to the editor of 
SamacharDarpan in 1335: 
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Relgious leaders such as Pandit Panchanar»di 
Guttulal Gharashyamji of Bomba/ said he was for 

enforced widowhood because 


^ Under pressure ol the social 

reformers a Bill was introduced 
in July 1 856 to make widow 
remarriage permissible under 
the law. And there was a hue 
and cry from the orthodox. One 
petition against the Bill was 
signocf by 37.000 persons foci 
by Raia Radhakanra Deb and the 
Pundits ot Nadia. Trebeni and 
Barsbehal. 




*. . . . t*ie thing called woman is the crowning piece of all rheofyocts 
olerloyment .n this word, and being Subject to the speed powers ot 
the busbar a. is rot like a house ano capable of being en/oyed by 
ner rvsoard s reat/ons. How much more incapable must she 
then be of being Ot for remarriage aitd enjoyment by a stranger. 
Like a dining leaf used previously by another person, she is unfit to 
be enjoyed by another person. ' 


Another petition enumerated the following reasons 
for tho piactice of enforced widowhood I er us road 
them because the arguments are similar to the ones 
pur forward today by the Pundits opposing one 
common civ/t code 
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? No lan '5 atbnvd tf'fV' Ok ShdSWS Of 
osra>Wed cwrc* fo *W *i» * maro9* atcr 
rftff cfemtso oi Itie mao wftft wtom her /twrfege 
^n^ny A*(*»o XAr?/*C*o) Aw AOflft 
^ no mamage car c* annulled after 
tte colafaration o/ rto! cererwny 


7 Though mo Arr ic >nrorvito »o teewo t\o o«*j 
morab o/ ?hr pubic yrf tfiefnarhage o/a w\t* 7 *v, 
w^</» (t avtw\$#$. b t*np ctvxwtfO ro «ho «$fa6Vs>ed 
proenco of t'o covrrry. tt>o ooopfo of o^co bo 

inefaed to consider that tie G of ommeot wishes 

to *r ’erf &e m iher reSQCn 



? T>«» 4rf dm*i»rw* i*i»f no p rrywfV m<**y <V 

OfAjtneor wAcA o*y haw c*#* r*c#*td by 9 

mdew Awn her b!e husband *i0 e* cfevmtfe try 
tt)v fe^Vs of »«r MW tivsbenl on Ac* ovnir*>tY*y o 
S&XfYt mw*ge &jt it i$r\X Geary statocthorer 
as rc viAefAcr Aer cnvoVen by her frs* husband or 
fhOS* Ok 0W S6COA3 f.Y> C*<* S^e rr*y DOW 

mV hhent tor sadfiroperTt as 'StnDton'. Sbouid 
tr* b*v marram the right of both mt(Mfcxoo<xw 
Tt#J9 mV $& happen constant &put*S between 
Wwt 


4 Wh<n a chitfess wxJow s marred to i person 
s he may vert Nkefy tf tos in* 00rtto* sow 

<*xt/T?anf in fAe sAape o/a m\ ore and cbm .r> 
vyto^Gitttowho^inhentmceofherdec^sed 
hu mh md 
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5 4M^«-» l «i ll « e to, BjBr(lswf( , u<M((w 
ywMu. ««** io >*** *„ «*« 9Vfn Dv 
500*1 « tmwwir*. f!c ai Sir, Dial ■ Bvt when 
J "" * <*' «coro nne srte mj, ^.na,oi 

ctom m« w/o* sow aww9 <1 to na«» f*w 
9'^f« to (w«w ;*io cvacne mi’* c<w*<n*.n<-c 
0V» '5* to arowr (-.'oafoo 




5 '.’►vixiflOeiftl'cailto-jwonBnrt/aWmi-rvir's-ia 
secooe 6-carae meneirs c'-io- oeiwseo 

ml' roi «< cons»nr » n a*vr slip nas 10 
rAvir^o/ <^,,-0 

mityvviv mt" n whan <.he -n^ir oe na < <0 

w (AiCOiM OTMO, mV min DC tr&MDy ms ac 
.noiioy,^ I O (V^iy ui-'iA^Ktoljaii .n me C'ivnnV 
cowr eanplMhff o'n'roM on p#i o< Jfe 

>u*'s OlfA- *x-*uk)> usCbtcw hvtovwmvrial ro 
thts'mrwitm&rtngha'c'Krcear.a-ons&r The 
ca#l mV mcfOAXin CarianiKft-oceoo to mvtni^to 
toe maim. ^ mV f’ine' rf/ecr me p* .*<vwi 
weratonreolryuvommcfOMufe oWer m* t u vs 
to*« «me e-'ns ArnWor ota m *v>SMi/fe a? anquty 
7h. m>v f^.- wpvaov me '«veae/ioi«> 

Our i^« toeuaron ,s tonefl mi-itvi cejae 


7 a -vA^v/0^9 .ca.Wo'l-k, ur yroj to 

Wno-rMamjmODpawiBfwioitototwo/ 
te**xrt^sl*naa>nheiol»b.'<sjgr>: u pinT»tot 
KehcHaofrv/mirvsaarvl'iratte'azo mitoia 
covtoatv 9*Mf (^WiciaV, toOemet 
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Women also organized themselves and joined the 
debate 1 ney exposed me hypocrisy of me Pundits 
Pandits Ramabai Saraswati (1858 to 1922). the 
great sanakrl scholar and Social reformer, wont deep 
irto the religous texts and came to this conclusion 




«/r rne-e are two thngs or i uhoh all those Books, rn? 
Chjrant Shastias. the sacral antes, tha Parana! and 
modem poets. ffle popilar preachers of the present da) 
and orthodox hinbcastemen were agreed, that women of 
hghor low caste. as a doss tve-o bad. very bad. wc/se than 
demons, as untidy as untruth, and that they coukt not get 
Motsha as men The Otify hope of then jjerruig dm mud 
desired tiberaton from Kama ana its res/tts. tfat is 
oourttoss millions ofb'rths and death/ and isitntd s-jtfonrg 
was the worship of their husbands ... " 



Percentage Married 


AGF GROUP 


ACTUAL NUM3ER OF WIDOWS 


viwnufijijv m m iwn 


The Census Report for India of 1931 gave the 
following figures of the number of girls who were 
married and were under 15 years old: 


□ to 


3 to 4 


4 2 


4 tO 9 


b.e. 


Moio 


1 0 to 1 5 


38.1 


Wo eoo thot noorly one girl in every 1O0 girls of 
less than one year of age was married. 

And the direct consequence o* this wae »ho number 

ol child widows: 


Fven today 'he condition of widows is pathetic 
The 1931 census revealed that there are SO. 000 

widows under the age of 20 and more than 23 

million widows m India — 20.000 destitute widows 
in Varanasi alone — 


The problem of child marriages and enforced 
widowhoodcan be understood properly if we look at 
some fgures: 


1 85.339 
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Social reformers like 
I SH WAUCMAIJDRA 
VIDYASAGAR the 

famous champion of 
widow remarriage, 

exposed the hypocrisy of 
these so-called religious 
leaders through their 
pamphlets and their 
campaign for reforms did 
succeed finally 


Doapito all «ho opposition the Dill woo passed. In 
1856 widows were legally allowed to remarry And 

on December 7. 1856 the first widow remarriage 

was celebrated in Calcutta Here is a contemporary 
account of the marriage of Kalimati Deti with 
Shnschandra Vidyaratna: 

He COM o «<a ir» tOse .AM (P I'v 'll! remaeiego Ola nm, 
WTO* cMBMd « ;vt rouw o'a*u AVbofms Saw*. i nun /lev*- torger iHri 
(toy Wien Vdyasagr Mahashaya cm** w>mhs Inert, the bodogroon . or m> 
ro*l W in# cvxrssm CO me -rswrc' :j*ctro'i watsopM 4 met tht/e ms lotan 
ten cV moving space *> rr* WK*» stmt .... 

After itecertrmrryitoecent the -Kioect of oscuss><nereryivh#re hebeje-s 
MX/ lie shorn, v rh* irror.5. /i pi/OV iown m Sh/ee*rt5'fctfp\n9 roaiss. y 

a-owng royrta. - o"oc> ami-i -A^ir. ■tr.wv .rm intw wncjOf 

Ostvtsed tl moig PsimMI 

"w wsewws w JjormA- *si*<i a pecutar «mc or Moan's wvs (vAc* contaned 
ivov*n MVxig « borders me fstimeefe /#-* COirvwwO «vfl May W/yai^ar 
Ivelcrg. * 


under the pressure of the social refc*mers the 
British rulers were forced to pass a senes of laws 
making various inhuman practices illegal: 



1879 Sett outlawed 
I me W. Aa~ rwrimo* roarU !*»•< 

1810 female Mairtidda banned 
I8‘2 Special Marriage Act patted to 
allow urre-nnniTMiWry mantegeo 

1811 Age cleonae" ratal to 12 yean 
1 929 Child Marriage Hewalnt Art 
paiaed 

1921 Women get light to role in 

MaSrmo Preolnre 

1917 Women get tmiled nght to 
properly 


And then came 
INDEPENDENCE. And a 
body of men and a tew 
women sat in the 
CONSTITUENT 
ASSEMBLY to write the 
CONSTITUTION of 
INDEPENDENT INDIA. 
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C «rn>'ie * oivarr no# /retry &* praetms. 
xv wohB Me » acoWi js urrvdor m 
me 'We of <***>•. ea Puntt". m\tu-r)y — <r. 

c'SWiV.ei jOTLil MClfice. aafcaliot »T jjvu ro 

temphn to mention a fen ~ 


r.ic ten treedomot rci goo wos amply aisurod bv Article 19 
guaranteem* franco"! ol speech and expression (see page 221 

CHAUDHHY HYDER HUSSAIN (Muslim lawyer of 
Lucknow) wrote in AIR (J) 68/1948 

'Living under the British 'ub ter abou two centuues we have 
co f n ® to conouto, ,t only ratjrol tor Hindus to bo governed try 
Hindu Law. and Muslims to be governed by Musl<m Law . but 
•’ lS wholly a medial idea and has no place in the modern 


This was an opportunity to do away with 

discrimination betwoon mon and women booed on 

religion and to give our cojntr\ a new civil code. ...a 
secular law which would incorooratn the spirit of 
now India .. After all millions of women nad taken 
part in the br.g struggle for Independence from 
colonial rule. They had a right to enjoy the fruits of 
their struggle 


Thai .6 noi whal IK© Con.li.w-.ru 

Asscmtly tell They lulled 
atXM equality for all Citizens Out 
<lc»di women mar Right in ine 
"am- of Fruedom of Religion . 





In a Mnute of Dissent M R Masani. Hansa Mehta 
and Amiil Kaur said that they wanted a uniform civil 
code because'" one of the factors that has kept India 
back from advancing to nationhood nas been the 
existence of poraonol lows booed on <cli<3»on which 

keep the nation divided into watertight 
compartments ir marv aspects of life." 



MUSLIM 

LAW 


NAGA 

CUSTOMARY 

LAW 


SPECIAL 

LAW 


CHRISTIAN 

LAW 


JEWISH 

LAW 


PARSI 

LAW 


Out 10 thoro not a provision 
for a civil code in our 
constituton? 


Yes but it is part of Pan IV which deals with Directive 
Principles of State Polcv Article 44 states: 

“ SMCesruO ccoojvow to sc are for U 4 & oni&m c*w cede* 

ouitoe tcrxtarv Q< r*i<* w 


But these Directive Principles are only guiding 
pnneipes and are NOT enforceable in a court of 


The next question which arose was about having 
ore code tor the Hindus and of giving at least I iindu 
women the right to property. In 1941 a Commttee 
was SCI up called rho Hindu Law Committee under 
the Chairmanship of BN Rau .... 


In 1 948 on the basis of the Committee s 
recommendations the Hindu Code Bill was introduced 
in Parliament and debated on the floor of the House 








Ii was on tnis issue that 
women found great support 
from Baba Saheb 
Ambedkar, the then Law 
Minister who RPSIC1NFD on 
this issue.... On his 
resignation fiom the Cabinet 
he gave his reasons. They 
are reproduced here so that wt 
can see how the Parliament 
of Independent India 
dopnvod its women citizens 
of even basic rights .... 


tb* h*rc Hr HI UHIII ol mum (Mam** 1*0 Citmm -u o const*- u<ilo Ho M«» 
Ca» Bl ViSuWtw gxe T<&jp. MU.* ms Psio-renl eittfd 0< wtwer it slc« w MU over n 
r '” 1 ' TO ' ,n « wrw*#**) that i shu,« M pul Itnagh c ms 

’ JlVr *».M n <»■« oiWjw As IV* dscuoai w4*x*0 0"lhe Prra M*.«- ml 
1 °'® , “ '“'**• v *" hr &l * a Wk* ,n* -o< * qtre rnx* .mn m. t.™ 

mom. cfoccd re i*v tmo . 0 . re -h* 

Il«si9r«wsfc-,»r« Boll^wdkr inlh.Ho.smwMBVc^. 

* "* M *7 WWM« Xfc is (let, io WM ■ Tb. Pm- Wot... 1.01 

wci n« M."w* a-U&ttvai (Vi TheBineuvncitedbmiwron A/wtwoorttM 
mw ol «noKn oi me M He ft me Mn.i* co-otupwih m>m«. ^ the on* n. 


I ivl rc« ard Min j nvrsr wtK! Ins MO no* 1^,10 comtoiMWown llo I a»{^e«s<<»' 

li . He iun.il -hO -«««***) iDWHin CM* li« SI wa mroOo*d r He House 
onthslllhAp*. 1947 »*lt-.tbo(ico-i«r*,u*„«, M indaM^Wirdur>-, J g B ^ < 
cUusac* twe*wts« Ah Ml WM be'»e me Muse i bwd Bv tB nJiucn FerM »*,«■« 
m*U.em-.).i do 00 ! eo it -««%*&, b isb. « o a S«*«l Ccmmnee ii »m roTenM in me 
Se4«t jxraw \x tn » Afr 1 4& The t tcan tr+tenla: to the Houu on *2th Aum( 48 

Th-mrOai^^iYr.-jyfWOA^OtAP-orrivv**^^^ 43 . va> 

" w#r for re ",0c* OWHe Bl *r, » «. * me ThM «u, w ol ih* roion 

was 00 #M*j 10 We >ace am me fem.tr, Sei«n o» He yes* 1 M9 Es*. that t «s rw 
W 0 M 0 Hn M .eeom«M>daau»i « nradsutuudowi m -wins. * c*', r h^Ousiy 1 
®/«!U« C "a-d2airsrAa>l 'M9Afte<msa'«»f was psen lane Bln Crcorbe 1919. 
"*meV Ihe 19H Doamfcr ov-trn®, oe Basse asotfedm, rrcttr no! H* Bl M iro-bd 
o. re *ea CMhmim » iWe. no No om. »..n to *eBI m H» •*,, 

1S60 IMd i ire me Bl ametstwe me Itoso onim «*> . -95’ -tun t« i3e.seC.cBju 
cm*dmiiooa«t. , w.si* w OrftMMdmSti 6m«vj7m n tMm^v..- o0 .*f O ih. 
8«jra felt tort met 


mr^«1w>stodin(~e«ineB*lew!nm*Wsn^«wD*ono>moo lH.r.rn<v.mo*n 
giuiffod-eMCIommobw i vmi s^jiimO bWco. 1: ocr. say irr^no) i iy> mmol u 
j:.eDtm»m*a:p»o3a ihsiruruia Bitsisdoiiowe'r oiime lenwerame 

WXOT-I E* -to Jijtsjo. mu t.a ■«. pomOui mmim 0 i re CaUim -aixl 

WKoeWo W mieBH I jo irOiso li-OtnuxJ row re Eeruns arc Av^rtn Urnsmt. Bis 
a-d how tr» ft«s 81 ccB r*« oato g-.B' »ca»oa mw m* H ry»j 0>» eve r its 
awujrea om ' » s not ma mt«e w* ro law on me Saute Bw* k g>nm me *gnti 
Umsra^aiM B«<ai» IWonwv HsnouMiihrteUi wsoei -widhryeqo-eio i«x n4 

Oiniftb-Blh hod iw been ossednr.s staioo RisnXtfu(m)Pmulil*t«uo*>i IWm 
d *rsW» a aw <r ve Suiuit Boot trt the Bl xo« Iw weneo i goi v» inemiso- Pat ee 
Ptme Mnacr jliro»g- sncus hjd r« ms wnJSveMJoJ deiKmnjUM reguitd k> get He 

MwSjCodvBIIHimfl". 

putgirt voids B<l l"«ve been nv»* ogstTnu^i the goslesl renul lolum It* Mo* Psr» 
MeJ-. ei. -«.iW mi tor.* Tlur-n. wto gw< iwXin a vole, ji u-osuiimnj r re 
'.tro-.olBePair, lidnolmndil.Bu!lsipccsiaiwo9vgs-lB<»ClMJwrTrwn|«KiUie 
MTH 00 (to-a-ss 80S Iidloxw » lie chel wvo lo mae cfco.it wren sjffiaeol Meaie h»a 
•jlencUc8flwr.ooitirelruc<\M*-<ler>MtK)’e^>jimeBlimxg-»\ntriTeJ^Titl 
vwrq -to | veo (fee tooO u« Coes no oe^ion lo tats 9 r*r 8 v^<i W oms vr.i on 
W'- 111! KJ* 1 W'UI wi- r-.w «*o«5 IVewnrtzInirellntef WPViirenur, 

AlSrs wre 1 tbo He CtmUVic ol He Bert. r. tovocwi win Hm HMu C038 10 » Ihe Meet 
n*s WOO TTO1 aontfrary. "e he «n He CMd Itco-emoi s« Cue jnd las w 
b««n P‘444'1 to -^O trf nKPv OQ 4 rrx4*^ F<* »xl Im»» » fi (U^cnr^ »u> v 
a sn^e cb je. Bit re Out Whp wbces dut. *d loscotorde GMmmOT U*e W<) cosh o' 
Goewmto; Bow* let Coer nswtbaiv pjsort w-«n the Mreu C«« hjs Com uo»r 
mistwjiai in me Hxse 1 levs s«n imd 0>ei /H>| masbi* »tr«Prm« 

Micjleui>S!reftifTeMnsH<soloyUojOsKyjlwriiiNotwm!r»x»ngfrto'tt»stihiwB 
temnor re Chel IVhc s iuN j covg ct Ho Pt>~« Mnolt. k». reflwmsUrtoo bt dskwlr. 
le-joiaBioTct)crirmaPirt.ct9inM!on IsmeossiVeio&arvon n s»ch croj«sta-cei 

h mo- tfcd 1K11 1- Pli n«io Mo-whI b«Ji»e Ho tw-w- -uitrotvj kmhic^ 

-t» Ihe wobtr ' ihs Bt Is been locussoJ scvb.I rrei ,n re Pat.j'd wjs (SmW H 
a.son ty rve Ofccrsms Ev"v 0 "*» re cowtenla «er rcolrc The «sl :me who- Ho Bl 

*• u*en 10 «n !!• ftHy Vue: i.^ (M i« 1 20 0i» 10 wo» l(W«J U be MJrrtyl « .VeomeBII 

w* UWn n He Pan. bar dsoswn It oaiscs -e-e w-tod r .toil il.’S tom one Ih* 
t-c-t b*v noth owosuon t *« wm 10 ihe W -<Nn letwn. ore M mso . tael the-e tar 
b»»nf».'SOtlOnHrrertiiraMo!|teBI23xdt Evety «ro there r»s MS' r o«ewhOm 
nvKnry n ‘aoi/ s.«i <* eft* 1 «h<h is II* K..1 0< IT* H n<>j Coda . 

1 wts. iroretre. «« o-ot*» 10 *xk‘ the Pure UnWs docoon to xo-eUi He Bl on He 
grurUolarse I hewlwn O^gtc tc gso Hiti 4U0.8!SitWrvlli>i lo- ("» evgelzn bcciusr 
sow. 0 t*O« K.%. w»o<M h.l I y > "J boaui. o* try *— 1 1 —h id tcuMk %x, Ml 
soflosicn emme#si"onoatsrv»nir.v0.yw<arf*c^lhe*. 



It is no coincidence that Ambedkar was a member of the 
scheduled caste and a eaderof the Buddhist movement 
among the Dalits 
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In 1956 and later in 1976 some changes were brought in 
Hindu Law but women still did not get equal rights. All 
over the country women continued their struggle for a 
« •nform civil code which would give equal rghts to men 
and women within tho Family.... 


Ana rne SUPREME COURT 0‘ INDIA 
UPHELD t>ii« view And ihax is n? LAW OF 

THE LAND 


lh» Honourable )b«nk that 

th^re i* no pi *ce for tho right to EOUAUTY 
and PERSONAL LIBERTY (Artfcks 14 and 
21) withn th« tardily? 


Even the »dt?a Rial men and women should have equal 
rights Vwthin the family is not accepted by the Law. Listen 
to 0 sonor Judge of the Delhi I ligh Court 

“tntxxiuc of cooihtvuoesf tow ,t tn* har# nvsr AVAPPflOPAtA TE ft i$ \ke 

iOVCdveoy^ • bu* in a cAvta xOop ft wtVprovfl toOOd futh\c: draf/tyv/ of Mr* 

io«r.'.i/fton rfttf *r to. lr thepcvacyof me nor* t\tf waned Me rmthm 

4mt» 2 r ncr Articto J4 /*0$ AMY PlACE fts SA'Mm s&w* whch .$ ar we metf 
vif^rofe onodeicarc rhe yir.roucr.oi or rnecow cf con*uitivn*\!*w ivO^ 

rho tf/ocr oty%*sk*fing tn* ftlMpr txxtf TOe iotroductoO* of COMKutomi taw wo ttv 
ordvary dcoeslv: reauooshp of ha&and an? vwto am) state or the very row Of 
refcrcyWy) m/mV&s fnMfuf scare of desen r.i* sod qosrreUrtg 


This lying* us to the second part of our book 
winch wll unrarel the mystery of how tha 
Family «s tae source Of our oepresson ary) of 
our uraouil status; and now ti*o LAW uphokls 
the injustice..... 


I ha*e the right id 
equality and 

Personal LiLvrcy 





The Hon'iiie Judge says it women get equality and 
personal liberty within the family it will lead to 
Quarrolo. Does that moan the Family and Mai l lags 
are based on INEQUALITY and SUPPRESSION OF 
LIBERTY’ 





Religion says Woman 
must be purer than Purity 
patient and an suttering 
and ever chaste.for the 
HONOUR ontl the IZZAT 
(reputaton) of the Man 
and His Family depend on 
her. 



All religions put a 
premium on the VIRGIN 
bride and emphas^e that 
after marriage the woman 
must find Tulfilmert by 
giving herself up entirely 
to the good of tho 
husbandand his 
family 


MOTHERHOOD is put as 
the woman's ultimate 
goal so that she may 
become a complete 
woman.... religious texts, 
popular stories, myths 
and lengends all glorify 
the mother's Spiritual 
strergth, her moral 
supenonty ana her 
emotional sensitivity.... 
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And *(•• Man? 


There is no Celebration of His 
purity... he s not required to 
suffer in silence, bear up with 
injustice with a smile 



>n Of decent familea 
at Knrrvo. OtQ quior. 

•d and oboaent. thus 
ocuna their family 
Honour. 


m«n Should net think 
»ot themselves. then 
lest duty is to caro few 
husbeno. children a^-| 
Home 


So we see how tne family is 
based on double standards 
of morality. . and this FACT is 
MYSTIFIED by stories and 
sermons about the IDEAL 
WOMAN 







Tho-CAW tphokfc these dOufcle standards of soxuai 
morality "ho most dramatic example is the law ex* 
Prostitution Ths is contained in the Suppression 
o# Immoral Traffic in Women and Girls Act. 1*56 

(SITA. in short) 


The Act also rr\*A*M provision for setting 10 of 
PROTECTIVE HOMES for women rescued from 
brothels. Thousands of such girs ere lacked away n 

rj" Nnn NtKo'ond oil over the wjiiUv .... 


Th« Act does not seek to ban 
Prostitution as such. ItfortXtt 
trafficking in girts end women. 
Iivino off the **rnir>QS of a 
proet»t Jte and disallows 
prostituben near public places 


These girts aro rrryctly wctiw* of n»fn. 
or ware sod into prostitution &y family 
members, and some ran away from 

trv) horohrM9»» and ituvrny of ihfetl 

homes . in the Nan Niketan they are 
domed basic amemtes. they aro 
abused, humiliated and ookeo upon as 
women of low virtue. ... 


Although 009 

CunAO? bon 

prostitution as 
sutft .... 


Trafficking, living 
off tr*e earnings of 
a postitue end 
prostitution near 
public places is an 
offeree) 
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T»>« LAW invar ioWy 

regards Ttc WOMAN-VlCTM as 
tte GUILTY parly and punishes 
rer. . Tnere is no provision tor 
punishing the male patron. The 

fourth I **• w romwiwiorx 

Report deals wch this 
question . . 


The Report said fr\at prostitution 
could not bo bbimfld but the l»w 
must 

~ regulate it fio that it mav b* 
keptwithir its legitimate bounds 
wthout unduly eocrceching 

upon th« natitulon of nurrk^tt 

4nd family " 
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tn* rx»v*er, r$ ttmffhoff MOf£ itxsm 

(wtrwr <r an /mrrvtal act. fx: a % s(t:afg * ;* 

.oy^x>of ^rtdlvro. b r 

farmer cr broker rcspcn* ibie tor fbe ma*n r£A9ic$ 
orotfws. fNttavrvrwoaftxrtfusfrWri/bes to 
rro« He cannot DcurQrs,ocoa *irrour 
dmgi’lp »X*(y(l4 rto$« *irb in'Uoncen 
• 


* Hv (V&f&ifrongl c r o5!<fu'S? bang* socuV 
ojfcjsfc rrjybe o<v*xAr^NV :>ont*httf vwSbcuT 
tfcrorfttog *n? t/siAtfcours* o' $oc«y 


The Commission considered 
the gueston whether "a 
person who hires a prostitute, 
tw punished?" And it decided 
that ihe patron could NOT be 
puni<sh«*d. In support of its 
decision the Commssion 
quoted a book written in 1 920: 


So a woman prostitute can be locked away even il it 
means depriving he’ children of their source of 
livelihood 


this was m 1975. the U.N. YEAR OF THE WOMAN! 



ever il there was soxual 
imerooursc mere was ro 
rape because there was 
no O'OO' th*t Mat"ura had 
resisted 


LIAR 


INNOCENT 


The most 

Mathura 

village in ' 

famous case was o‘ 
a yojng tribal girl of a 
/Igharashtra.... This 

ym cm aoui 
a man call 
wanted to 

it 1 owns in love win 
ed Ashok and she 
motry him. Her older 

brother ot 

ijected and lodged a 

rnmnlslm 

at tho rir"iaioi ini 






In a rape caso :r>n weman vctim 
has lo prove (hat she did noi 

ran—M R-iC.-i;n.m o* 

tne Indian Penal Cede whch 
Ooflnoi me OTtenceof ftAPE: 


* mao ri»d ro <ot™i '-ape- who. -.cepr mrreca^e oeranara.' 
f' Wort r»» »irr> a wom*n „«Orr am^raroM 

, ‘*' r '9 <"X»r ar’r'a' We $■« (otonvg ofcsc 'exon 
-*0515 r nt- W..V 
sccoao/y v 'io/f nor ansanr 

florconsein w«on t * awnr rust*.* oeanad j» 

P-M.rv tec any ^noo ,! wfevi) she * r rera* r-. n „ r 

hxrx. 


Fojrthfy.^'h h*t Con*a«f 

N«o»-d W^rwaio^r^p^o Because 

ao<c«a. ™ ro «rom she n or Oa*ww hew# «o Oe mv/ixty mawed 


firm*-kVm*wcviMo,-. **eo» m* >yr* 0 t 9 .-rtgujchconxr<. 6y 
ot inscwidress o'rxnd <y wc***«vi a. me By 

‘- u ~— V <* -««*• crao, er^e^n* crai-mtooio 

sutsracce Wen uruce 10 ^ , 3fure ^ ^ 

rr&io M*o> she tjym eorsanr 

Sr»WK-i^m, 0 <i»rfc« u rh ( .foosaif. ^Bc-iiie^injfrt^ocriy^pjo' 


£.a*o*rrm Paoevaroxi tuttictont rooirrur, m, wuaa 1 

■nia-a»uFsor,eo««v tor He o«»r«» <J w 


«<W«oe. ae.ua! -(Wuw tyaman »»Mw -to. me «V* rot 
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The Bombay High Court reversed the t ndmq and 
sentenced luxaram and Ganpat on the grounds 
that since both these ‘Gentlemen' were perfect 
slrongors to Mathuro. it was highly unlikely that 
"She would make any overtures or invite the 
accused to satisfy her sexual dasites". nor could 
She have resisted har assailants, and the polcemen 
had “taken advantage of the fact that Mathura 
was involved in a complaint filed by her brother 
and she was atone in the dead hour of the night" 

•f. a police Station. She could not,ln any probaoility. 
have consented to inte-course. ' 

The policemen went in appeal to the Supreme 
Court of ndia and the hiobest court of !i Ittiro 
acquitted the policemen.... 

the Supreme Court held that as there were no 
injuries shown by the medical report. The story of "stiff 
resistance having been put up the grl is all false" and 
the “alleged intercourse was a peaceful affair. " 

The court disbelieved the testimony of tire girl that 
she shouted "immediately after her hand was 
caught by Ganpat". that sh© war not ollowed to 
shout when being taken to the atnne. that she 
raised an alarm even when her underwear was 
loosened. The court held that “cries and alarms are. 
of course, a concocton her part." because she made 
no attempt to resist when Ganpat held her hand. 'If 
that be so, it would be proposte'ous to suggest 
that — oho would bo 30 overawed by the fact of 
the appellants being persons in authority, or that she 
was lust emerging from a police station, that she 
would make no attempt at all to resist." 

The court holds that only the "tear of death or hurt" 
can vitiate consent for sexual mteroouse The-e was 

"O SuJh finding recorded. 

While the High Court thought there woe such 
evidence, the Supreme Court did not. 

Tukaram too was not found guilty because, the fact 
that he was present when the inodent took place 
and loft soon after it. is "nut inculpatory and is 
capable of more explanations than cne. " 

But .hese other explanations are not at all indicated 
in the Supreme Court's judgement. 




The Supreme Court judgement aiou^tO anger ana 
indignation. ...Four law teachers wrote an open letter 
to the Chief Justice They wroto: 


YoJf Lordship, this is an extraordinary decision 
sacrificing human rights of w omen under tha law 
and the Constitution. The Court has provided no 
copen t analysis as to why the factors which weighed 
with the High Court were insufficient to justify 
conviction for rape She was in the police station in 
the "dead hour of night ' . The High Court found it 
impossible to behove that she might have tar.en 
initotivo fur intercourse The fact remains that she 
was asked to remain m ;he police station even after 
her statomon' was recorded and har fnonda and 
relations were asked to ieave Why? The fact 
remains that Tukaram did nothing whatsoever to 
rescue the girl from Ganpat. Why? The court says in 
its narration of facts, presumably based on the trial 
court records, that Tukaram was intoxicated. But 
this is not considered material either. Why? Why 
woio tho lights put out and doors shut? 

Your Lordship does the Indian Supremo Court 
expect a young girl. 14-16 years old. when trapped 
by two policemen insdc the police station, to 
successfully raise alarm for help'’ Does ,r seriously 
expect the girl a labourer, to put up such stiff 
rosiltancc against welHxilli policemen so as to have 
substantial marks of physical injury ? Does the 
absence of such murks necessarily mply absence of 
stiff resistance ? If anything it is Ganpat 's body which 
would have disclosed marks of such resistance by 
Mathura, like clawing and biting. 


May be. mo evidence of shouts tor help and ‘stiff 
resistance' is all ~a tissue of lies”. But does the 
sbeonco of shouts justify on cosy inference ol 
concensus I intercourse in a pdice station? 

( Incidentally . what would be the Court 'c reaction if 
the victim was dumb or gagged?) In any event, how 
could the fact of shouting within closed doors of a 
ponce station be established in such cases? 
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In restoring the decisioi of the Sessions Judge, does 
tho Supremo Court of ndia really behove With him 
that Mathura had ", invented ” the story of rape, and 
even the confinement n the police a ration, in order 
to sound "virtuous” before Ashok ? Does the Court 
believe that Mathura was so flirtatious that even 
when her brother, her employer and her lover were 
waiting outsde the polce station that she could not 
lot go tho opportunity c f having fun with two 
pclicemen and that too in the area adjoining a police 

Station latrine? it believe »,.,»> Ccj„u„ a 

Judge that Mathura was ~ habituated to sexual 
intercourse” to such ar extent? And therefore 
further think that the semen marks on Mathura’s 
clothing could have cone from further sexual 
activities between me police incident and the next 
morning when she wat medically examined? What 
about somor marks onCanpofa uousars? Why this 
double standard ? Ganpit's sexua' habits give him 
the benefit of doubt of naving 'rap^d' Mathura .■ her 
sexual habits make f he Court disbelieve the story of 
the rape altogether! 

We also find it surprising that the Supremo Court 
Should have only focused on the livid component of 
section 375 of the Indiai Penal Code, which applies 
when rape is committor with tho woman's coosonr, 
when ~her consent has yeen obtained by puttinq her 
m fear ol death or hurt ~. Bur the second component 
ot Section 37 5 is when rape occurs without her 
consent There is a clea: difference in lew. and 
common sense, between submission' and 
'consent'. Consent mvoves submission ; but the 
corverae is not nocooaonly true Nor is absence or 
res.stance necessarily indicative of consent it 
appears from the fact as stated by the Court and its 
holdings, that there wassubmission on the pan ol 
Mathura But where was the finding on the crucial 
element of consent ? 



Sessions Court 


Judgme nt 

Convicted 


Acquitted 


Appeals in High 
Court 


MW 


VA yWKAw 


Woman all ov©' the 
country organized 
protests and 
demonstrations. They 
Began studying the aw 
and discover ou some 
startling tacts about the 
Bias in law. . 


Ono otudy O* 

400 rape cases 



Women demanded 
that the law of rape be 
changod. Urdcr 
pressure the 
Government asked the 


Law Commission to 

go into the question. 
The 84th Report's 
rommmondoliona 
included: 


O o\ 


— Iht. low must reoogruc that a husbandcan rw his 

wile land marries does not pve the man the 
right to have Sexual intercourse with his wito 

against Bor wishes. 

— the provous Ssxual histOrvof the womm should net 

ber BrouohT on record Im th. v a-. with M«hw.„| 
it the poiCe do nol r«Ord tno woman's compaint it 
Should be treated ai a maor ollance <n the rwn 0 1 m» 
rouoo 

nc womm should dearrpsxjd at night cr koptat the 
police lock-up 

— It me woman slates She did not OJnserr to se<ual 

mtercojrse the court should presume that the 



The Government did introduce a Bilim Parliament in I960 
to amend tho low on rape The M.P s took throe years to 
discuss and debate the Law Commission's 
recommendations and finally passed watered down 
amendments. 


We have seen how those convicted by.the lower 
courts get acquitted by the Higher Courts 






The amendments nclude 


fna' Mrf be soc/et. wftcb meios possitiV r k of socs*p<otasi 
becont&s 

t/H> nvrvmvm v*M\9*VT>*tv tv*y tw> »<*>♦*/ in Cstjc? *%*»*»«• put*C 

scranrs ar invoVvd sw* as poiee/non >*• 

S^WenJant «*f f marker of 3 /wa/.n a ripe* of 2 Wixna? 
unScf tftarcta’gt; cuslotyorcm 
pfiv>iiixi fa swmary fni* 


S»*e d«c?> nut ft the maycol 
an titeol woman and deserves 


Women learnt that both ooocty a»xJ 
the law made the VICTIM feel 
guilty, if sip was raoel something 
W8S wrorg with HER ... she had a 
lover. Ike Mathura or was a 
deseted wife like Rarreeza Bee ary 
wsman who dd not fit into the 
mcdel ot the iDtAl WOMAN . 
then She was free game for rapists 
or molesieis 
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*u\»oc*«> Mg ■»»! »o*3on Whoa w«wi ne 

*rx»« o. hat rs**" ro Mtove ro m rh- wtf. oh «aotfMr»an. —moor 
.•"e consent* connwee or war nan. mxib* mnnoime 

""""'V fJ ino orccce o »*pe. „ gu*)!yot the C/fence ot adu/Wyond 
sWOepunahM «W w*xsow>wrofein*»*sa*w<»n <co torn w<x*t> 
mjyo*rwvjl0'wwjr.i <wwrh*n>> (vwr'thor.h Vi.urnrocoi 
5ha* nor ftgptiniifabtof an aOgrrer. - 


And Section 498 makes t an offence for a man to 
entice or ctetain another man's wife with the 
intenton of having sexual intercourse With her. 
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3ut • m *.ho weman not a party to tKo 

crime, if it ise crime * Suppose my 
husband dnnte too much and I cn my 
own walk out and Ive with another 
man. won’t I •*$ o be guilty in thooyes 
of tHt? bw? 


'Th*prow*x\$ for S&civn 4 98 Skc rtxxui of Soctw) 
497 iro iMGc&od to protect r/w* ret** of th e huxhmvi 
a** no! rfcit* of wtfe. Thegtsroftoe tffenc* 
iS-3" S*Cra<n498<00<M<S VO t# th- daprhaOof) t4 


p vat hit wita k*fi ot&CI </ having Mat 

tntotcoutta wr« fat Thoccnsott of <r& »<r$ to 
dafj&v tw huztoonjvt hb proper coovoi uvnr h& 
wouii not bomaten# ' 



I 





1 

fe 

1 




V\hat tsPAI RiARCHY f fleets 
some controversy about itXx^c; 
nature bjt oneonn«r*l (Utf ration 
is '•the social organisation of thQ 
farrily. the community and the state 

in auuh a woy l*»ot mala power i.j 

leinforced ard perpetuated'* 


•Don't our Hon'ble Supreme 
Court Judges 8©C ihfll mcsc 
<X>uble standards of mordity are 
an OBVIOUS violation of our 
FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS 
guaranteed urder our 
Con&titut»6rt? 


It looks as if they don't. Perhaps 
tho rwftviift &*mi on- 
Constitution itsolf does not One 
Law Professor orulysco tno 
Cwnatilulon »rvi wrote 


‘The Constitution doe> 
not see p**narchy as 
prohlematc. it percents 

rt »« natural t\o 

Constitution cooy 
contemplates a male 
domnatec maiat 

sW'v >9?r= — » 
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In order to perpetuate and 
reinforce ma© power 
man needs to nave control 
over woman's body, her 
reproductive powers so 
that he can have control 

over the childron ervd the 
family.... that explains 
why there are two 
standards of sexual 
morality (see pages 50 & 521. 


They also need to control the 
economc resources of 
the family TNs is done by 
the specal kind of famify 
whrrh wo coll the 
patriarchal family 


....in which a woman after 
marriage goes to live in 
the husband’s home. 



...and the woman wears 
the symbols ol her marital 
statue 



....the head of the family is the eldest male and the 
property s inheritor! through tho male line and till 
recently women had almost no right to property 
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If w « look « the Constitution asit was ongmely frarred. vw 
wii s<?e that the makorsof th< Constitution included th« 
riQht to rwxortv a« a R*vWr atrial QiQht i*or*»r ArriCo lOts 
every Otizer (see page 3-» but vvomen r*y* denied tno right 
to property on theground that oligrondid not permt it anc 

V.O know that VoodO'.i O# v«iiyiun » a furUorno’uai 


But no matter to which religious oommunity we 
b«<ono NONE of us have equal riQhts to property 


I ha\o QQjrf right* to my fathers 
procerty bet not to the ancestsal 
property. I cannot M the karta or 
a member of the coparcenary or 
oven ask for a partition ev€n 
those nghu are seldom given o 


In accordance v%ith the Sharut 
Act. I get only Keif Of the man 

oven if w** am haira in tno umi 

category eg get hat the 
amount of that which my 

biutltoi gets. 


Mono ot us tnfcal women 

l^ava cquol ryht to 

property under our 
customary aw * 





In some societies whore a woman's work is 
recognized, they have the custom of BRIDE PRICE 
Among our tribal people the husband has to buy 
his bride. 

I Mv caught#* *s i wit oav 

worth at least three bulls / -v. 

five bulls. J and two 


Isn’t giving and taking ol 
duwiy PROHIBITED by 
law? 


Yes i here is a DOWRY 
PROHIBITION ACT. 


But till wo women are 
looked upon as com- 
modities to be BOUGHT. 
SOLD. USED. BURNT, 
can we really hope that 
the law can change 
people's thinking? 


And so in a patriarchal family the v/oman is reduced 
to economic dependence. 


Ai .d woman's work within tie family is not rec- 
ognized as work. 


The woman is looked upon as a BURDEN.. So 
when the burden goes from her father's house 
to her husbard's house, her in-laws have to te 
compensated (or taking on a burden. That compen- 
sation is called DOWRY 





What i a wccnan oeode* to 
work And stand on her own feet.? 
Aftor .ill Article 19 (1) (g> guarantee* 
every citizen the r»^t to carry 

<««« thor nrrip*tinn/wM*4 r'lHQ* 

34* 


Whenever a woman has deckled to won and 
it has rmant that she has to live away from 
her hutMnd tne cot ns hare hew that ahe 
does rot have the r*ght to work cc an ecuel 
r>ght with her husband to decide where they 
will i*ve after nerriace <aee Artrc* 19 < 1 > (di 
ard <o) oi page 34) 



Trio touris do th«s by grjniii ihe husboi iii a 
decree for restitution of coriugal right* 

The marriage laws of all 'eligious 
communities provide for this... it moans that 
the husbend has aright to sexual cohabitation 
and Tve courts car fore* the wife tocohabt 
with him ... 
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You shall ncl deny voui 
husband his righU 


My wifo'a work *0 
depriving no of my 
conjugal rights 


What about my 
rights? 


Can t tho woman also tile 
a suit tor restitution c4 
conjugal rights? 


Vos But the Question is can law 
lore® |>W poopo to liv- mouther 
when they do not want to' A 
Judge of the Andhra High Court 
nekJ that this provision 1*9 
violation of thenght to personal 
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Tf« of resvlulton <if conno.il 

rghis.. isasavageandbirbarous 
lonody. volalrig thfl nQhl lo privacy 
•™l Kunon dQi.li, juoowiib'wJ Uy 
Article 21 d I ho Coosillulion 


HesaicJ 


But within a lew months the Supreme Ccurt overruled this 
judgement and hold that the provision for restitution 
of conjugal rights 




Ar<J so the won an is caught 
vrthin the four walls of her 
ho tv? *nr1 *or*otv 
vet aoother restriction on her. 
She is told not to speak out' 
090*051 tr»o o^xttuon and 
»njjst*c* In public bemuse 
family mattors are PRIVATE 


•pfWATC MATTERS’ HO OUTSIDE 
INTERFERENCE ALLOWEDM 


OUR FAMILY 
HONOUR COMFS 
BEFORE YOUR 
RIGHTS 


YOU CAN ONLY 
EXISTAS AWIFE 
AND MOTHER. 
THERE IS NO 
OTHER IDENTITY 


YOU ARE AN 
ECONOMIC 
BURDEN! REPAY 
US FOR 
TOLERATING 
YOU! 



YOUR PERSONAL 
NEEDS AND 
WISHES ARE OF 
NO IMPORTANCE. 


SUFFER AND 
SERVE! YOU 
HAVE NO CHOICE 


YOU HAVE NO 
CLAIMS ON OUR 
PROPERTY 
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But wf>atis wrong wi*i 
CCWCILIATlOn? 


“ Provide for the 
establishment of Family 
Coutts w itfi a v/ciw to 

promote conciliation in. 

and aocuro apoody 

settlement of. disputes 
relating to marriage and 
family affairs.. ' 


Nothing... IF the two parties are L\ 

equal... but we have seen tnat f 71 
in fact family -disputes arise : as * 

a result of Z.X 

INEQUALITIES within the family aod"^ 

80 adjustment or not 1 1 ament means that the 
woman wtl have to ADJUST to this 
INEQUALITY' _ , 


You ooxfy roust adjust to 
your carried lives and not 
couse disputes 


And so women are taught to bear up with every 
hurmliotion, bootings. molestation, and even be burnt but 
not Speak out because the HONOUR of the family will be 
put in jeopardy And thus the woman Docomoo vory 

vulnerable to violence within the four walls of her home 

away from public gaze 
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and once an agreement is 
reacned between the 
parties, there will be no 
appeal.... 


This notion has been 
reinforced by me 
passing of the 
r«mlly Court* Ant. 
1984. This Act is to 


Who will be responsible for bringing about 
conciliation? Judoes 


Specially those "committed to 
the reed to protect and 
preserve the mstilutionof 
marnage and to promote the 
welfare of children. .. " 








When rho woman gees to me 
police staton to lodge a 
complai-* she i* most often told 
net to hrmo famly matters to the 
police or the pclce themseves 
try to re»X>ncilc the husband and 
w>f © ano by that t mo all 
evidence is destroyed 


Shh family matters 
must be kept private 
i ll take you tomo 
you must make up 

vVilH your huiband. 


You should be gtad you 
Mr* re&pactabtv mnrn^rf 
and not make a fuSS Ove 
swell things i 


E*en in those cases where there is evidence, 
the coons choose n<x to bc*eve the woman. 

evenner DTING DECLARATION »s net 
bo^eved In orva case a young woman cd ori 
Shanni Kaur, mother o! a one year od sorybied 
of burns »n a Delhi hospital Before dying she 
Oasso her clatomont THREE tirrms. oncototho 
potkreand twice to two differ eni doctors 
statng that her hjsband had poured 

K«iuMMrx on tv«r orxJ burnt h^i. 



The FIRST Cymo deiara^on was disbelieve bv th* cour on th* 


ground 


The bbCONDdyng decariticn was not be-ievcd because the 
COirt he'd that 


thOpoico Je /.> 

* becjrjse tfey 
rray taw receded the 
current wth a to 
gattioo a reworo 


The THIRD dying decaratron W3S not 
ta<on mx> account even theugh the 
second doctor i»d he had examined, 
th3\petieni a nc founc her fc to make 
statomenr The Sesmco* foiiri h»iaVh 


nee Snyim Kaur v/dS'cmng wtth 
pavo if a diYcu* tcbci^w trw 
5A*w K/fur/as inahtf&ie of 
- rntrd to /r**e a siawranr * y 




This bias against women was most blatart in Sharad 
Rirrthichand Satda's rase Sarda. a rhfimicsl enginoor. 
was found guilty of murdering his 20 -year old wife 
Manjushree by suffocation and oral administration of 
potassium cyanide. He was found Quilty by BOTH the 
Sessions Court and the Bombay High Court. Ha appealed 
to the Supreme Court.... 


But the Sup emi. Court ACOtJITTFn Sarda. Th.s .o whot 
the learned Judge said while acquitting him: 

~Manju (from me evidence or> the record) appears to be not only a highly 
sentmvc wnmw who expected heortodOvo ord effeotioo f ont 
her husband bet having been thoroughly dsappomted out of sheer 
dfsgwsr. frustration and depression she rmy K**> chosen to end her life 
At least this potsMty s dearly gleaned from her letters and men& 
attitude... she hfited that he: husband was so txisy that he found no 
time rot her A hard tact ot trie, which cantor be denied is that soma 
people in v-9w ol their occupation ©' profession find very little time to 
devote to their family. Spooking In a tight vein, lawyers. professors, 
doctors and perhaps Judges tall witrun this category ard to them 
Menu's cAse should h, * an eye opor.or. ~ 


THE SUPREME COURT took note of the fact that the High 
Court had mentioned 17 circumstances which provtxJ hio 
guilt, including: 

wrilton dying dcctarotiono by Manjuatitea in the form 
ot letters written to her sister and her friend 
her oral statements made to her fathor. mother, sister 
and friend about her husband's ill treatment 
— Sarda's extra-marital affair 
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Sarda was acquittec. released from custody and set at 
iberty. He flew away to America and got maned again ... 
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Women all over Maharashtra organized protests, 
riamnnstraiions and public meetinQs They pul up a poster 
exhibition entitled “Mee Ek Menjushree' (I am another 
Manjushree) ..At least 60.000 peopfe saw the exhibition 
and there were spontaneous bandhs in several towns.... 
within 1 5 days 1 0,000 signatures wrere collected 
domandingo roviow of tho judgement 





The Suprome Court rejected the -eview petition as it had 
done in Mathura's case fiveyears'back .. 
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A took at police records reveal shockingly high death rates 
among young women, due to burning. The inadequacy cf 
the investigative machinery is revealed by the tact, that 
090 women died In 1983, of whom 270 wore between 
1 8-25 years of age — out o' this 23 were alleged "dowry 
burnings" in Delhi alone 


Figures drawn for the years 19/9 to May 1983 


6?2 

TOTAL 


537 

MARRIED 


ATI 

TOTAL 


4» 

T0*TA 


466 

U ARRIED 


3*8 

MARRIEC 


253 

\ TOTAL 
f v 

i 224 


231 
18 2511 


201 

: 26 YEAR 


B0VE 25 


29 

MAflftl 


MAnnieo 


4MAARICO 
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No. That is not quite truo 
Look at Mary Rov, 


school teacher from 
Kerala. Sho 
challenged Syrian 
Oirtstian low jnder 
which daughters oot 
almos*. no part of 
their fathers 

property. And th» 

won. 



The Supreme Court 
repealed the old 
Christian b»o and 
because of Mary Roy 
Christian women in 
Kerala now have 
equal right to 
property as tneir 
brothers. 



Then there is the famous 
Shoh Bono's ooso. 

Shah Bano is an old woman 
who was Ihrownout of her 
home by her husband who 
refused togive her any money 
for maintenance 



Shall Ooikj tiled a case in 
April 1978 undersection 
126 of thoCodo of Crimlnol 
Procedure in the 
local courts at Indora. 


Shah Bano's husband argued that he had no 
nhjiQation to maintain hie divorced w»fo undor 
Muslim personal law. 
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Shah Bano argued that all divorced women had 
a right to meintenanceunderthecrimhal lawin 
Indio. Food Section 125 of the Criminal 
Procedure Code. 1973: 

Section 125: ORDER for mainteranceof wives, 
children and parents. 

(II II any person having sufficient means 
neglects or refuses to malntain- 
(o) hla wife, unable to maintain herself, or 
(b) his legitimate or illegitimate mhor child, 
whether married or not. unable to 
maintain itself, or 

<c) his legitimate or illegitimate child (not 
being a married daughter) wh) has 
attained majority, where such child is, 
by r co son of any physical or mental 
abnormality or injury unable lomaintain 
itself, or 

(d) his father or mother, unable to maintain 
himself or herself. 


a Magistrate of the first class may. jpon proof 
of such neglect or refusal, order such person to 
make a monthly allowance to- the main - 
tononce of hia wifo or such child, father 
or mother, at such monthly rate not 
Bxcoodinfl five hunorod rupoou 
in the whole, as such Magistrate 
thinks fit. and to pay the same 
to such peson as the 
Magistrastt may from 
time to *me direct 
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Shah danofought for her right all the way up to 
the Supreme Court. It tookher seven longyears. 
But ehe finally won In 108S. 

Women all over the country supported Mary 
Roy and Shah Bano. Meeting rallies, 
demonstrations were held all over the country 
in solidarity with these two brave and 
determined women who had vron such 
important rights for their sisters. 





Those so called religious leaders turned the 
attention of ever/one from the real problem — 
oppression of women in the name of religion. 
They turned It Into a communal question* 
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Selfish Maulanas blamed Shah Bano for being 
anti-MulsIm, and Bishops said Mary Ro/ was 
violating her religion. Hindu communalists 
fanned the communal flames by hailing the 
Supromo Court judgements not because they 
supported Shah Bano's cause but because they 
looked upon it as anti-Muslim 

Muslim communal forces demanded that the 
law he r.hanoxil Th.tf oaiH Qup'omo Court 
had no business to interfere in their personal 
laws... 

And the government because of its own narrow 
political reasons gave in to these communal 
demands and introduced a Bill in Parliament 
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There was a publicoutcry against this injustice. 

On* Memorandum signed by dozens of Muslim 

intellectuals, poets, film personalities said: 

"Wo, the undersigned 

DEMAND 

(1) that section 125 of the CrP C shall rot hr 
charged. 

(2) that the right ol divorced Muslim women to 
claim maintenance from their husband or 
former husband shall be preserved 

HOLD 

( 1 ) that the exoneration of the husband from 
all responsibility for maintenance of 
divorced women is contrary to the 
provisions and spirit of Section 1 25 of the 
Cr P C which is meant of indigent women 
and *ooko to prevent destitution. 

(2) that the Government must ensure that 
rights guaranteed by the Constitution to 
women be upheld. 


***** kxm WHUr A fin nM! 
Sin A. Sx(rti Or iHtoy*. VP 
NcroAw IW» Oral ct foN IW M* I 
Xbk weeter. 

RM Ared ilcumst t*«to 

S\sl»r«Amiri»-Ac»W 

Md*o<Kn3c*f4*ft»’ 

Rn Uakr. 

&^W2abtwV.C«QMUMr 


MA Hiit lS*ra WiAMri 

fUafh^tr. k\»c/D*TJi 

last* iS«*HFV. Oro 
°***V***t 
A RPro tSMm 

A*** Vi fr^f M OM* d 


RtaM'tto Utmfeii 

OwuHSwwfcuiA**** 
ANWS<r*rM»1 
***'»« <*** 

emm atro'»raiH^ 
MS ApnN»r JHUl 
aj tone*. UwCarara** 
Sar««^jinVAS 


WUrafMiFc* 

W) V%TOJ .*UfT4Wl 

M«ra ATO4 1 WJ\ 
MwtrWiMrMroi 
M»%t£d Hm« iFtrfettcr 

AwAwniVMI 

HjivjZjWEk^ Ph/w*y JMO 

Mjm hto ft d**y. i*rrt va * 
fan»iAAirmOTC»»»i 
2»saUd ftifw. auj 
fcNMtMNwr.Mtfl 
k**x A*v> 0*1 PxftMif AIM 

Ha^S^wUor*Mll 
feroMw.tfKlsf ArtS*#* 

H>« Sh*< P iPiw r . Uavtro* IbNiM 

AI*v fl)*** 

SMlKlfl (HvAflml 
Ai.broiMMP.escs; 

J*» 2PW lA48T«^0«Wr<» 
^a*Vr hA»:rXi> 

V# VP 1*1* twi 
5MtMeKMr1 
MJ ft**)*"*' Mnmlmmri 
SatraTtiViBto.OcP' 
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***** « T#t> OuO£« AAfTV^ Ap*<\1 
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W Buy Votes With 
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BILL'! 
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J>|»»C *r.P Rvl» TA,-«i 
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Wnmene orgonirotiona all over the country 

organized rallies, meetings and protests 
against the Bill. They oven mot th® Prime 
Minister. Their slogan was "Don't Buy Votes 
with Women's Rights" 

The Bill was passed despite this nation wide 
protoat. It woa the saddest day (or women. It 
was a great defeat for Indian women's 
movement ooaintt r«li 0 i 0 uo oporooeion. The 
new Act opened the doors for all obscurantist 
forces... 
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And so the law is used to suppress our right to 
ecuality and freedom. 

Wo can use the law sometimes but we cannot 
rely on it to oofoguord our rights and intorests. 
We must rely on our strength, to mobilize our 
sisters, raise their consciousness and build up 
solidarity among ourselves. Great victories 
•have been won by struggle... 

vr 


WAR/ E.KTA 
JINDABfiO 


